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e ‘% REGION ViiI
M 3 999 18th STREET - SUITE 500
Hw¢f5 - DENVER, COLORADO 80202-2466
Ref: Smm-SM  DEC 1919w

Mr. Brad Johnson : ' B
Division of Environmental Response and Remediation

168 North 1950 West 1st Floor

Salt Lake City, UT 84116

Dear Brad:

The Remedial Project Managers (RPMs) and Site Assessment
Manager (SAM) for the following sites have reviewed the Fourth
Quarter Progress Report for 1994 and have approved the comments:

Core Grant

PA/SI

Kennecott

Murray Smelter

Portland Cement Sites 2 & 3

Portland Cement Remedial Design Cooperatlve Agreement
Richardson Flats

Rose Park

Sandy Smelter

Utah Power & Light/American Barrel

Comments were given on the following sites by the Remedlal
- Project Manager (RPM):

Petrochem/Ekotek (Campbell) °

Why are there no costs incurred for August 1994? Are the
costs in the September 1994 charges?

Sharon Steel 0OU1 (Ostrander)

Need to reallocate fundlng from travel to other categorles
in negative fundlng status.

Sharon Steel QU2 (Qstrander)

) May need to reallocate budget categories in the future if -
contractual funding runs low (OU2 RD). RPM further notes that
budget remaining from third quarter 1994 report is not the same
as the new budget in fourth quarter 1994 report. Unaccounted-for
expendltures between UDEQ fiscal years. :
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Midvale Slag (Strieby)

RPM did not approve this quarterly report as he feels there
is insufficient information contained in the report to be able to
determine i1f the expenditures are justified. There are broad,
general statement of activities, but the basic question is what
did UDEQ spend the dollars on and what results were achieved.

Please respond to the comments made by the RPMs. If you
have any site-specific questions; please contact. the Remedial
Project Manager or Site Assessment Manager for that site. Other
questions may be directed to Linda Armer at (303) 293-1264.

Sincerely,

Paul Arell, Acting Chief
Superfund Management Branch

cc:. Bev Goodsell
Linda Armer
Bert Garcia



State of Utah vy

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY |
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE AND REMEDIATION

/J’

Michael O. Leavitt 168 North 1950 West
v Govemor P.O. Box 144840
Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D. Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-4840
Bxecutive Director (801) 536-4100
Kent P. Gray (801) 359-8853 Fax
Director (801) 536-4414 T.D.D.

ERRC-478-94
October 28, 1994

Ms. Martha Nicodemus

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region VIII

999 18th Street, Suite 500

Denver, Colorado 80202-2405

Re:  Fourth Quarter FY'94
Dear Ms. Nicodemus:

Enclosed are Quarterly Reports for the fourth Quarter of FY'94 for our various
Cooperative Agreements.

The computerized State accounting system was changed on July 1, 1994. Many State
agencies, including the Division of Environmental Response and Remediation, have encountered
some difficulties with the new system. As a result, the budget tables we are providing with this
report may not be completely accurate. As the problems with the new accounting system are
resolved, we may make adjustments to these tables to ensure that they are accurate. We
anticipate that the problems with the accounting system will be resolved in the near future.

Please call Brad Johnson at (801) 536-4100 if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Bl T M

ent P. Gray, Director
Division of Environmental Response and Remediation

KPG/MJS/ser

Enclosure(s)

cc: Carol Campbell, U.S. EPA Region VIII (with enclosures)
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Weston, UDEQ's contractor, drafted the ROD for OU1 and submitted it to EPA and
UDEQ for review September 28, 1994.

3. The Public Meeting on EPA's Fact Sheet for OU2 was held on September 28, 1994.
4.  Several meetings have taken place between EPA/UDEQ and the city of Midvale to

discuss OU2 removal alternatives and future land development in Midvale.
Attachment:

Tables 6 - Budget and 4th Quarter Expense Report for Midvale Slag.

Richardson Flat (Remedial

1. A Utah Congressional Delegate sent a letter to EPA in July 1994, stating that an RI/FS
at Richardson Flat should not start until EPA responds to the comments submitted by
United Park City Mines on the Proposed Listing Package.

2. EPA Region VIII and UDEQ are discussing the possibility of UDEQ entering into a
voluntary agreement with the United Park City Mines regarding the Richardson Flat
clean-up. However, United Park City Mines does not appear receptive to this idea.

Attachments:

Tables 7 & 8 - Budget and 4th Quarter Expense Reports for Richardson Flat RI/FS Oversight
and RI/FS accounts.

American Barrel Site (Enforcement)

1.

The following RD documents are currently being reviewed:
a. Pre-final/Final (95%) Design Submittal
b. Health and Safety Plan

A report summarizing the following pre-design RD/RA activities-and documents will
be generated for agency review:

a.  Calcareous Fill Design Plan

b. Subsurface Fill Design Plan



TABLE 6

4100 - ML45 - M705M MIDVALE SLAG |
008427-01 FY g5 1994 1995 Projected
TFAOBLL71 BUDGET ActJuly ActAug. ActSept. ActOct. ActNov. ActDec. ActJan. ActFeb. ActMar. ActApr. Act.May ActJune YTD Total YTD Rem. Expenditures Rent Allocation Budget Status
63,628 1,383 of 2505 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3808] 49,740 15,662
13,71 502 Q! 1,449 0! 0 0 0 Q o] Q Q 1,951 11,750 7,806
9,118 BJ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 8 9,108, 33
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0f (&) 0
1,382 0 0 158 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 158 1,224 632
8,748 0 315 3,554 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,869) 4,879 15,477]
0 0 0 0 0 0 (] 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
___________ 4__1_46____2 aast) _ses| o 0 of o ___o___o___d __Jd —48%) | _-4.690
OTAL DIRECT USES 86,721 1803  4766] 8,052 0 0 o 0 ) 0 0 1471 72,010
_______ 08828 7o _ 8% o _ ¢ o - ___9o___9Y___9Y___J9 _ _ 531 8,1513_
TOTALUSES| ~ 95,403  "2,065] 4766 8,411 0 0 0 0 0 0 15242] 80,161
Cumulative: ] 2085] 8831] 15243 15242 15242 15242 15242 15242 15,242
TABLE 7
4100 - MP45 - M709M RICHARDSON FLAT (OVERSIGHT)
008427-01 FY 95 1984 1995 Projected
l TGBOSLPY4 BUDGET ActJuly ActAug. ActSept. ActOct. ActNov. ActDec. ActJan. ActFeb. ActMar. ActApr. ActMay ActJune YTD Total YTD Rem. Expenditures Rent Allocation Budget Status
ersonnel 4,155 0 0 0| 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,155 0 0 4,15
ringe Benefits 884 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 ol 884 0 0 88
ravel 52 0 0| 0 0 0, 0 [ 0 0| 0 0| [« 0 52| 0 0| 5
quipment 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 o
upplies 36 0 0 0 0 0 () 0 0 0 0 0 0 o % 0 0
niractual 49 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 49 0 0 4
struction 0 0 0 0 0 0, 0 0, 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0] (o) 0
ther _ e e Y 9 s __ 9 __0 o _.9__.9___9d___g___09 P P IR, - S L 0
OTAL DIRECT USES T 5,813 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 5 ,608 19) 0
eptindirect _ __ _ . _ __9o_ __9o __9 __9 __.¢ o . ..9___.9_ __9_ __9o___9o __9. __J9 29 __ .0
TOTALUSES| ~ &, 0| 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 6,329
I Cumulative: : 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 HE LR
. TABLE 8
4100 - M045 - M710M RICHARDSON FLAT REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY |
' 008427-01 FY 95 1994 ] s Projected
LITFAOBLLM BUDGET _ActJuly _ActAug. ActSept. ActOct ActMov. ActDec. ActJan _ActFeb. ActMarl ActApr. _ActMay _ActJune YTD Total YTD Rem. Expenditures Rent Allocation Bu
ersonnel 107,446 0 0 166 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 166| 107,280 664 0
ringe Benefits 34,709 0 o 56 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 56| 34,653 224 0
ravet 2,585 0 0 0] v 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,585 0 0
quipment 210 o 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o o 0 210) 0 0
upplies 600 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 600) 0 0
P Supplies/Equipment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
tractual 77,243 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 77,243 0 0
struction 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 o o 0 0 0 0
ther _ o f 3670 __o___ Y __9___9 __29 o _.9 ___9___9___9o __9 __9 __9___3% 0 o ___38
OTAL DIRECT USES 223,160 0 0 222 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 222] 222,938
.eunﬂre.ct______ll..i_a-asa_______2___22___3____0 of _ ol o ___of___of___o __o __zf s
TOTAL USES| 236,513 0 242 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0, 0 242] 238,271
I Cumulative: =~ b s 0 242 242 242 242 242 242 242 BA2| et R




